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The tribunals entrusted m Australia and Now Zealand with iwlviH-
ing their Governments on the carrying out of tho general Ottawa
undertakings maybe described as technical authoritioH. Tho AnHtni-
lian Tariff Board was a permanent body already oxporioncod i.n tho
adjustment of tariffs, while the New Zealand. TariiT (.ommiHsion,
though formed ad hoc, was under the cluiirmaiiHhip of tho pornmnont
head of the Customs Department. In Canada, on (ho othor hand,
the like task was entrusted to a semi-judicial body, prowidod ovor
by a High Court Judge and inexperienced in matters of oustonw
administration. This difference in the character of tho tribunals wan
expressed both in procedure and in results. In Australia and Now
Zealand a wide series of duties (in the latter Dominion tho wholo
protective tariff) was reviewed in one survey, and a number of im-
portant adjustments made on the strength of the available ovidoneo on
costs and prices. In Canada the Tariff Board examined individually,
in the manner in which a complicated commercial ease might bo triod
in the High Court, a series of separate appeals for revision of
individual duties. Among these appeals tho mowt important, in tho
first two years after the Ottawa Conference, was that of tho British
manufacturers of woollen textiles for a reduction of dution on their
products, on the ground that they were not being afforded oppor-
tunities of reasonable competition on tho basis of tho relative* oosts
of economical and efficient production. Preliminary inquiry into
the woollen textile case was begun by the Tariff Board in *Juw 1MW,
but it was not until the end of May 1934, almost a yonr latot% that
the Board's interim report was tabled in the Canadian Mouse of
Commons. The greater part of the report was given ovor to reviewing
the nature and reliability of the evidence that had boon nubmittod,
The Board, having remarked upon the lack of eonehmivo ovidontw
about British and Canadian costing methotln, deehvrod that a com-
plete check of costs would require a thorough ntudy of tho rocordn
and costing methods of each firm that had been ropronontod in tho
inquiry. Their general conclusion was that, in tho alweutuo of groator
certainty about the various factors, they did not fool jiiHtiiiod in
making any definite findings about the scale of dutww at that timo,
but would continue their investigations* Since tho wool km toxtita
inquiry had been widely regarded as a test cano in tho application
of the Ottawa clauses, the Board's conclusions wore naturally vory
disappointing to British exporting interests.

While the woollen textile inquiry was proceeding, an important
issue concerning the rights and powers of the Tariff Board wan fcmght
out. In October 1933, and on several subsequent occanionB, importer